
THE WISCONSIN SLAVE CASE.
¦ «a»

-ElIFION OP THE STATE LVRBD COURT

RELEASE OF MESSRS. BOOTri AND RfECBAFT.

NARRATIVE Of THE GLOVER RESCUE.
IrcntTat -tiVoitv»' taSa.at, fn «

Tie dtcisioti of the Supreme Co_t of Win. onsin,
proioniKeá <n Sut irday las'., oischvg.og S M.
llootb t-d John Kyi raft, two cvxlkm of ttii» biü*
from the fine and imprisonment t». which the» i
been »ent.»c«d by Judge Miller, after c^ov« .***

fhe U. S. Dr«tri't Court, tí alleged Mo> *
.f .

^giÚTe81aveAct,Ua matter of V* d^''n'Vse
,,.u. import to be lightly psse^ . .^¿¡¿t,without further remark. Re,ar0. tU, c^ _ion M
fianght with m.ppr.atit c.intt. cw ^ trj#) t
eat.seof 0.n»titat<t,«.,al gj*^ 4B<1 .,ltriftn Lio.r,-;
t> «ettrttg «pa beinier as»air.ït B_y further invasion cf
BBM rig-b- T»y the gi-Mpir K M)(« domineering spirit of
J-Uvery and a» tntWtTjmg immortal honor upoo the
Court wb-.ob proritaimif d »_j ^in S'arer which «.'«tains
Un« retenus ju.lg.riio- ,t) we __ve tfa(,u¿bt the present
a pioe.tr oeeBtion t>> uy before our reod-rs a su -e-iri'-r
narrative of the (-.nie, the progress sod the i*«ue of
th- QUTIRR IBM ;i ThiAI.« in thi* city.

I.ririy in Msrc'jj )*_,t, a negro, bruiiteo, bleexiiog and
trariBcifd, w* 1 brought to thi» city, in <-a»t xiy of
I'ei.'y V. ',. Marshal Cotton, and kdgeod in our

County tal), l. npiui of the effort« of tne United
Htatee (trie. er* to keep th*- BtMMB» the fa.-t «peedily
trkuiyvert! . The circumstance.«, too, attondin/ thi
capiurs, came out. As the «tory flew from m<>utb to

BtlRiai. Jk| waves ot popular excitement befan to
til»,0éê gathering gron»>» on every corner atte«ted
b_BB«p*__c itifejrvst in this novel case. It was aooa
.hr'W-n that brute) au1! uu.t' ..-aArv vio eoeo hod been
¦sfj to arreft the man, upon the i..'_-- of beluga
-eli v.-, and it begs»: t.» be «uspec'ed thai foal play
"would be em» loy-d to complete what force had be-
«uu. Cotirn-I wtro pro-urcd for the imprisonod fu¬
gitive, anda writ of habeas 0 >rpu -'.,¦!. ¡. .! lor and ob-
fair"! fcunthe Judgeof ibeCounty Court. TbeSher-
¡fl rriade r» um to the wriitba' the prisoner wtsnotin
hi-''iH'-dy. A Bate», ant ni. tbe-u tued out again-t
the I'. i>. Mur-I'.al. Mesi.tiM Is. p'opiea-.etnbledby
ttiOUSAfa-lf; 01 t(.e f'ourl-Ho'irfj hij'ie-e: a Iliee'ltig WM
oriranistd, BpetR.«I mode, r< solution« adopted pMg-
k'g all priser t to «camI by the writ of habeas corpus
«tlid tiif) right ol tri.l >.y ir> and I ..nnicti-e* ap
pointtd to weif on the I'. B¦ i,flicer«_ud Jetru whether
they ii.tenCeiltoobey tb>- M "ni ¦) ritBadpro bi'-t-tbür
|>rle».ner. WaV-ett- i._c .«.-i-ent wa« at iu hi/ht. a
«it I«|B.I 11, 10'Jslioi «, fiom .«cine. wbeu'C tlit) al
legeil »lav» Loci b.eti f"rc bij ab'iiic»e'l Ulf previous
i.iglit.arrivid upon tie irnnd, ad'tin- fuel to the
fast-ri.ii f tiaaie At lins cri'ical juncture, too, came
tiio repart ihat the writ «a habeas corpus would not
be ob. ). .1 ai 'I lb'.' suspicion was strengthe'ied, that
the n.-gro wbb to be earned back in'o Slavery, a- be
liad htm brour ht to the Milwauke« Jail, by «',»-r
force and without warrant ol law. Ihen it wastiat,
by an irrtiu-tibl« impulse, and without oncert, or

tirtm'dit.ti',11, a roa. at_a_aé. for the jail, the doors
liaVered down, tin- p?i-.o:.er releaí.-'l, placed in a

wsi'on and burri»<i beyond the reach of pursuit, amid
the applauding «bouts of «yrnpathi/.ing thousand».
Ruch i» the. brief bÍBtory of the retrite of the al-

ltgi'd fugitive «lave Joshua Glover. TinI breaking of
tiie jail, and the forcible relta:-e of (llover, were
i.tlei.». « in the eye of the law and in the estimation of
tbe public. Eor these, as Mr. Tweedy well said, in
hi« «[leech at Young.' » Mail, replication was due to tbe
»St.t« »>f W.ct*sT.t.1. wl. i- la*s I. a been violated,
and le the City of Milwaukee, wh.mu pyit. e bivl be «n

«Sri.K. 11, but it was not the pro\ inte of the Föderal
Gut. riiineLt to eiifor-o thut repura'ion. Our own
4'onitf and autbonliea were competent to tbe task.
The < ifliccr» of tbo tmmmTti Government, hoAveve.r,
.wSiiiiied tLo initiative. Their tirst Mep w-ri« to pro-
« ur< the »nest of S. M. Ilooth, accused of beinjr a

rmg; l.ndir in the rescue, bja warrant from I'nited
¦»»-NB ConiMiission.r Suiith. Au examinai.m 1.1.
low..i, and Mr. lloolh was held to bad, to anpear and
ai.vw. r the omi.i'tii.t at the next term of tim United
BaalSB C-t.t. il» gave bail, but «bortly afterward
was «urnnd< red by bis sureti»-«, in order thai a writ
«if babes» corpus uiigbt be rued out, in hi» behalt.
1.1 fir. Judge Suiith, of our State Supreme Court.
The writ wns granted, argument had upon it, and
Mr. Booth dischargid; tin« Judge holding that the
cuen iin.i tit ivas iiisufi'u i« lit, and th.- Fugitive Slave
Act ne. 11, ,,i..;n w bu h the proceeding was had, un-
Col.ellli.till ni. Tilts« pul,!- W.-Ib ''iif..:,.'l in an
able and .lal.rate <iA.ii.ion, which w_s exten«ively
g-itilated through tbo public pras«. From thi« de¬
rision the V s. Ofiicers took an appeal to tbe full
botch of tbe. NutireiiMJ Court. That CatJlt»\firmmm
tin d« ieii.ii. all three Judge« concuning in tbe order
of discharge, tl.oiigh one of them, Judge ( ran lord,
tia.anted as to tba» |.Kit of Judge Smiths opimoii,
winch Ui 1 t« EiAgitive Slave Act to be un.oii-

Meantime the 11 S. District Court, .fad*»« Miliar
presidiBg, cotumonetd it- summer term at Madison
and the Grar.d Jcry found Indictment« again«!
Measte, Boo»:.. Byorait and «ther», for their partici-
ttation in the ratea« of (»H-r-er l'pon «Jtoee biti«t-
a-«-t», and by order of the Judge, Mr. Ilooth was
attain arrested. He Went to jail, «nd hi* .-ajuea-vj
tace moro Invoked ibe iuterpusitioa of our Suu» su-

Ktme Court. It was denied, muinly upon tht ground
at Ihe juii»dictiou of the U. S. Court bad attached

..d that comity required that the State Court »nouM
ttUiaierfire uni,! ibe I .dial Cojrt had hoar«4 the
tea« and pronounced it« judgment. Thoreupou Mr.
Brii'.h gave bail t« appt-ai ai..! stand hia trial. Tbe¦_

____

" oi tn" L' ^' ^'Slrict Ciiurt catuo 00, Mr^L\ Baetb w«« confined to hi« bed by sevore illue.w a:.d
^p «Via a.set went cv.r John Uycre-i, bowev« «a

^gW tried »mlerthe indictment found against him in ,«I ot.»tried and tentet.ee deferred. In January, toe
f »»»a»- just pa«t, the Ü. 8. Court agtin convened.
» The Grand Jury, cari fully »elícíei, found new bits»f al m. 1. tin. ut Bgaumt Mr. I!.m h ithe old one hiving

txen abaudoneo and »everal oiben«. Au atwinat
aTBB am:, to oticitA the inoittment, on the ground
that the Grand Jury wa* imptopitrly agid uufalr.y
.Irawa The morion for that purpose was overral«-
..d tin* prisoner put u p. >n his triai. Tbo 1. 1. baud«
. >f the T. S. Ois-ict Attorney were strengihenej r e
_te ciarion by Ibe euinloyment u( able co 1

Who«« /tal was «timulsted by a liberal fee, as tTsaJJ e*
Vy pc tonal and political antipathy toward the a
iii't.l I'nusual pain« were lakvn to »ret a Ji»ry
whose opinions of the Fugitive Slave Act would not
»tand In the way of a conviction. The pr.«aidingJudge threw his oflioial weight into the »cale* agi.ist
.te JiritererThe «ta id«-nee »bowed that Mr. Itootb had been
among ibe most active in get iog up the meeting «I
titre Coirt 11..un Sciuare. had been prominent in all
the rtoce«.ling« then end tb-ie .!« .».. and had heves»
in cíete proximity to the wagon in which (.lover wa.«
hurried out of the city. There wa«, however, not a
Bwrticle of 1 roof to connect him with the mettuà jail-
breaking ai .1 jail dtlivery, or to «how that he wa«
one wblt more guilt) than any other of the two or
three t-ousana citizen« who "coutrtenancr.J and
avvplsntled the escape. But the Judgo hold that
enough and more than enough had beeu Mvved to
«KMivk-t tbo détendant usiirr th< lute, and of that law
it waa for him, and not Un» Jury to judge The. Jury
fettere*» by Ibe rn^itive oirectioi t of the court, and
the majority of them, a* we beluve, in the conicien
bous w.a/barge of their tuj.poeed duty, found a ver-
guet against the prisoner. Moti:>ns were made La ar-
rest of Judgnu nt. snd for a new trial. The forra of
the mdiotmi ut wa» cbaile-ged, the «u.cioncy of the
I»roof distjoted, and itrong evidence oflerei that one,
at levait, ef the jurors had pre«-oge_ the case. Bui
all in vail). The JuCge overruled the motions, *_d
rW'entd to proLounce Mti'.t.. e. Mr. 11 nib was

«XuiCenin- d to on« uiotitl * impiisoiimei.t, .'¦ BOO fine,
«md cost« of presecut-on.|4;>l 01. Mr Uycratt to
l«.«iH>fin«? and ten day* imprisoum«tut. Immedia'el«;
sib. »et_fi.ie, both primn er» »tic conducted to sur
County jail, and 11 »u- . 01 ¡ic.-i.
l_aae*A« created a groat »eiitation in thi* city, sad

a» H Hew along the teiegrapn wots and «lV,| t-lrosgh
U« aai», pi'Uun-d intense ...'ettw_aj throag_out
the Stale. A public BBeatiof, br-tn«, ,.,i .,j, but taost
aTraWtVOUfly aid nwpecUbly attei J(H1. gare utieravoca
teia-e oejtraged feeling of oc.r dty Tbo ciuntry
eespoiided piomptly and un.« »r«al)y. Meant:-ne. th-j
«sTMa>salof the priA'ttt-r» t« jee m «re ap|t»*iod lor i
to Ibe Btafarruit. Court 01 tiie gtattt. tu .1 this time am
in vain- A writ of hs.'osas rorpu« was grant» 1, rttv-

in alfttttvBce to tbe »umnioos. escort««d b> «.'.niAi of
their Mk'W citu'^oa, tbo prisouer«. m >ht g.- of the
}¦< tiiff, prv.cete'.fd on M "ad ay week to the K»:lt>(t_d
lie. X tn ta>.a the enrs for Madutvn. t»n Saturday
'* «. »tew '.«»tunied mtt min' ihe Supreme Coart

* e ",mh*'ge. them from coiiflue..en' T>voof
.«. .*¦«, Wbiton and Smith, rciu-ratjal the oain-

.4»saed by them ia July laet. a« to the uiiwa-
B4 a »>«(} of tbo Eugiiive slsi. A «t. Tie third,
'-»rawi».: ., adhering to hi» previous vi»w of that qee»
_oa, ciicnrTed . th* ordur ol ditchargo, 00 tbe
.rroaail that no offegiae, ander that act, was ch+j-g«».
ht the indictment Th« decUioa of tbe Court. tu«»re-
lon, .» taaMMor».
80 ivtwiids the cs»e to-day.Metwrs IKvth an 1 Ry

«vraft, b/ the h*t of our Stat«- C«un, hAVo been re-
mmmni trvm the fine and impr.00iue_t, to which the
ars_aatJ»0» of the ltd. al Court h-U tubixl-J larj-O.

JbJtrWiuve Slave Act has agaij beata procouBced
aataititl'""" " *' Bnd v..id by f " Stipreove tr'Su-J of
«jV^-tsgts. The great writ oi Lb-nyhas b«on ..is

Hf-fA 1 be tt reaten.Lg r.ir^e ot > avf.-y ag.-r. «at. :i

|Ma.«Mrn »tave-d in it« ccurae. Tt-, but, r'u;li» of
%BK«*_'ii>- yö«OBge«t asd »._vg-UAfJ-vniUJg of ine :t_.
aMI-tai UliJisBBrT- of 1""^, baa baxu nobly «¦_"_-;-«'*-.
*jaatvtr_ lr l-vv«T<_a»w-7 tarvit-de, except for a i "»it.

cstnot and wiU not l»e tolerated with-,, ht¡T UrMm.
Kafr.ppiBg And» to favor w,tb be*^^^ protM.tag in her ja.!*, no counter.n«*_, am hw

*
le,

W is. L»in is and will itmun s » 53, .5 wbde

arir,' ¿ . vi« k« --
.« and exercise at a'J time«

i/*ns b2b ''-.-he power to protect her own

LL,.T'tS - "-«intain arid defend, in all their ¡a-

triai l¿ ' *nt "* u»l«M *T**V*h «-*1 tb< "thi of
¦ jujy- _

OPINION f'F JÜITIC1 «¡Mini.
/a »'«¦«. t*t«r..Vr «/ f'e /«-'.iV'»! </ Je*» RyrraftJ'r a

writ of Halreat Cmput and to be durhnrged from
Hi/riimtaiaf. and m tu matttr oj Shermin Jr.

Boitt,. .

The fact» in tbe-e two rase« Bf« e-fsettiallv the

tame, aad so far as the obeervators which I Ml
í al'ed upon to m«ke, may be uttered, they will be

r.ytrdto at tpidymg -* both, and therefore, for the

stkeot «. i.v i. i-1 ce refere m e will be made to the
n tirón of Kyeraft only.
fm the applit *»tion of Sherman M. Bootb, at the

last term < f ..¦» Court, for a writ of babeas cornu»,
no e« p> of the indictment wa» presented, bit only a

MM "I the warrant upe.n which tie bad b^n a-t-fted,
wb ch recited merely that be had been indicted under
the Act of Condes» of IBM. for aiding the escape of
one Jcsbua Glov er. Ac Thi» wa« an ordinary bench
w«rr»ii.t, to bring in a defendant to an«wer to an m-

cicment formd in the United Stale« D'ntrc:Court,
and it appeared to ut that we ought not and, inde-d,
witlrout an intpection of the indi'unen» we could
not | interfere with the regular »ction of thtt Cou-t.
bnt were b«und to pr«sun»e that if the iodn ':.. i.\
wh.n at the proper time it should be brought up for
«xau.niaiK.D, faiie.l to prtsent a case of wrr'*i thit
Court had jurifd ction, or charged no r.fíense at all,
tbe Court in »hi. h it was fjrnied would »»decide,
and that aL »uch':ue»:i"ri» w_re preliminarily Vttfaia

1 the proper tttft ot tmt p'>««T of that Court. Hut
now tbe case i« different: ail tbo«e qwestaM« have
ban ¡ifperly urged, aad without avail, aad the p*v
tifi'i.« r (ou,»« b» !. T'- as a_d ihow«, by the rtMrn "f
ibe (lie r « h «»t he huí be« n prtssed on to a convie
t'«.n and «enteric« d f«, imprisoritcnt, and i- now ac

tu«i)l> impriri :.ed, within this State, and that the «"le
authority therefor i« a transcrip» ol the record of »uch
cr nviction.
Tbe first, tbe fundamental qaastioa which the Baas

pi« m ids, is Ha» this Court the power to inqu're in*o
ibe 1»(¿aiity of the authority by which the prisoner it
held /

It »eems to me that the solution to thi» «|ue«tion i«
I te be found in a f«w simp!", elementary pro,x»äitions,
which nquiro little or bo proof or argument to sus¬

tain tli» rn.
Jt is the t utv of Oovernmeiit to protect and secare

tl <- right« of IM ci'izen, among which is the right to

¡¡¡.'My.
'Hub duty of the Government is to bo measured

only by the extent of tho indiviliial right, and it is
!..'¦! to provide mean» adequate to the eud in view.

Il the Government be complex, the means may be
d'ntribu'ed and tin obligations, of duty divided, but
not so a» to fall short of the object to be accomplished.
Ours i« a complex «)«tern, with diatrib'ited WSM

to eacn of its parts, but all its parte constituting an

t-Llire sov-i r» i, i.» v. Bad so of cour»e in duty bouud a«

a n! ole to furnish complet« protection.
Whatever pow«m and dune» are not tMofBtM or

atsigiitd to oLe department or branch of the entire-
sovereignly, muet remain in tiie other.

II the one be made up of delegated and the other
< f referved powers, tbe duties assigned to the former
enn «»lily be coextensive with the power» delegated,
and the duties of the latter must be commensurate
with tbe power« reserved, and tii«,«e power« tvle-
quate to every emergency, not withiu the »oope of
tie foimer.
The F« dirai Covernment i» one of delegated pow-

«r», the Mate liovernmeiit one of reserved powers.
'the former competent to act only within its pre¬
st rib« d bouiiChrv the latter «xerci-icg all the func¬
tions of sovereignty whii u have not been deltgatei
to the former.
The rower to guard and protect the individual liber¬

ty of llie citizen, is uiic ol tue poaer* reserved to the
Sinter. It was never gianttd to the Federal lîov-
erc.m«nt, 'except in a very few prescribed cates
wbicb have no bearing upon the present inquiry, bas
never bten claimed for it, but sJwaya conceded to the
Slates.

If, therefore, it i» the duty of the State to guard the
individual liberty of it« citizen», It mnrt necessarily
have tbe right and the power to inquire into any au¬

thority v which that liberty i» attempted to be taken
away. luit tbe power to inquire, include» the power
tod.tide. lie tight todtuisinl by what authority
tuth ¡mpriBoi.mei.t Is a»terapt«'d. imptie« tho obliga¬
tion of tbe person imprisoning to respond. The right
to ilniiai.il SB h autlioiiiy on the one baud, implias
on th<- other th« duly to exhibit it.
Agtin. the States have delegated to the Federal

(o.vtti.nitnt tbe poaer to imprison its itizent, in cer¬

tain <.«»«¦», but in none other. So far, then, a» that
, (.< voti.u.ent act» upon the power thus delegated, the

(¿late» (»nnot interfere 10 protea-t its ciiistou», but in
, ev.ry other caie, lliey not only have the (>ower, bat

it i» tin ir Bebm duty to interpose their authority. A»
ti power by which the r'uderal O.ivernment ran i«n-
pliroii, is a d»ltgat«d p«»wer, it il bouud to «how, in
every a e whi-.e it .!,i,.n»oiis, lliat it i« acting upon
»on e power delegated. It must be " uominaied ia
"thelfotd.''
The Constitution of the I'nited States i« the deed ef

grant, txpreised by wr.nen «harUr, of all the power»
del.gttedti» the Fed«ral (. iveminuit. The Sr»ne«
sevetally retain all else of SOT« r»-igiity, limited only
by (bo local Conntitstions pren ribe 1 by the people
ol each.
" Therefore, to me it is plain, that when the Federal
pOlliaSSSal Sttoaptl to nc'. in a given ease, it is
hound to exhibit a cate within its j.reser'l.cd power«;
for, were it otherwite. it would involve the asstitrip.
lion of inherent powers, and transcend it» charter.
As the Stati» delegated, and the K«der*l O.ivern-

ta.eut t.sik power, tbe latter i« at all time* nii'Terabl«
to the fniiner, and may be required t»i evbibit th»-
dt-td Y>> which it claims to do. or refuse» to perform
any given act. when »o required by the prim try orig¬
inal authority.

In tbe Constitution of the I'niteil Sttte« sound poli¬
cy r« quirt d the ini-orporation oi a function by which
tat (»overnnient, thus create«!, might be laefc in fnc',
and hence, be enabled to act upon individuals iu all
of the « restive conttituent sovercigntie». Th is oattU
bly be «ccomphsbtd by (:¦. creation of a judicial de-

pnüiiu t. Miprenie and iiulepeiidtiit within it« pre¬
scribed »phere. whose pr«»i e»s «hould extend lo every
citizen. Hut in giving up thi» vital element of «over-
eigiity. Um Statt» carefully guarded it, heiged it
about with provision» which it wa# sapptMtti
weie impa»»able. They prescribe itscj;'« -i» in wonts
i- e»t carefully »elected, whose import could scarcely
bí mistaken, and beyond which, it wat. supposed, no

veiituresome ndnd «ould rush. " The judicial power
.. i hall txit r.il to alicate» in law aud ciuity. axisiug
" under thi» Constitution, the law« nui treaiiej ini.lel
" or a hub shall be ma te under their authority." \
The wtn » " e itind u, might, perhnp», upon the the-
ory of liberal construí tinn be held to be exclusive in
their irnii>rt, were it not for another provision of thai
Insirummt which will be presently noticed. Hut th«
ve-y selection of the word» "extend to, when wt

coniiderthe extreme caution ob-erved by the mem
ber* ol the convention which framed the Con-t:tution
-u : to a.i:¦¦ i.isli u» a_-n.':.-' a rash assumption of ex<
eh tive jurisdiction. That which uiertly exteuds to a

I pa-tu u'.ar «ubjtct, or class of «ul'jtrct», canuot, upon
any Itgitiuiate mode of interpretation, be c.m-iJ. rej
as i iiq-ris.i g the whole of such class to the c\clu«ion
of every «ther power. Several pcwei» may extend
to a given cla»» of subjtct». But oncean loiiipre-
bend them all. Tbe exten»ion of m power to a »abject
by no means merges it exclusively wnhiu «uch power.
Bnt we are relieved from the necessity of criticism

open theie wo!dt, by another provision of the tame
instruí... i.«, m the followittg Words.

" This Constitution and the .'.it» »J 'hi I »ite.i State.
, ,fiad> ia /uituance therer', and all treaties made, or
Which thail be made under the authorities of the
United Stau», »hail be the «upieiue law oi the land,
and :he Juiigct ij exciy S'aic $hu,,' rV Uiund tkere-
by " ii-.
Hete i» h distinct recognition ol tbe power and duty

of State Juiiges to decide upon and to conform to ail
tbe rtii'nim.«nt« ol the Federal Constnution. and
the " laws ma«'« in parsuai.ee there..!. If the tenni
''extend to. in a fvrttier provision, were iutendt«! t.>
be txclu«ive. and to vest sole and ultimate power in
the Ft Crra, t'lurt» and Juó^-e«. why »bould the obli-
gati« n ot loi.s'mi-tioü. abatWBBB and conformity be
.iu|.. **d BPoa State .':._«-» Why are i e Constitu-
hen sna the laws of the L'n.itd Su:»* 'rrtadein
"pursuanA'e tb«rea.'f." ui«vlc the !aw of every State,
an tl.r otatte Judges bound thereby, unie»»» th-e

j »abjevt» weie addresstti to the judiciti' mind and con-
tviet.ee of tbo»e BtBOass And »by that ctrei'ul
pbrate. when addrttsed to Sttv'e JuJget, " :*« laBI tf
''the I »¡ltd S:at't. made in v;, ruince tmmratf.' un-
let» tho»« ihoers were required to dettu-mioe whether
or not the laws of the tutea MtMtx were made in
parruance ihtrtoi''

It »etms to m« that here is an express recognition of
the judit ia. power of the States, a* ex.'endiug to tvll
law« of the I nit««! States, and a requisiriou of obe-
di«ice on the pait ol Slate Judges to all tue law* of
the tnited State», provided they »re made in pur-
»wance of the < cnstitution of the I'nitid Mat.-«.
Thi» view is »troDgly lort.tie,: by tbe histórica, fact

that various attempt« were made to create aad «stab«
liak «ne ultimate, »ole tribunal, whi h should tint.y
divide u;. ii all questions which migbt aris.» in the
tsowr»e of Fedtral aad Star»» Adminisrrarion, in rragard
to be exeicwe or claim of dolrgated p->wers in the
Federal »!. vercment on the osv hand, or r>-*.-iri
ix«w*ja in th« Sttiet on the other.

Bo* the project was found to be Imprsctieel-le at

tbe then M «tare of «-fairs, and the atte«_>p*. wia

abandoned, the Convention preíemt«< raiber to in¬

cur tbe hAzard of collision, trusting :o die good seuee,
r^triot_m and forbe«_a_c« of the ttra Goverurrwct«,
and the p««fp)e, to meet and provide for inch emer-

. eneie« a« they might ante, than to cre_-"e on« tole,
ullímate tribunal, which .L-ht fifber abstract from
and oertroy the efficienoy of the one, or ah* >rh a'_
the pos ers of the othtt, leav e the one a mere b-ega'..

I or the other tn*re dependent colonies of a c.in«v,|i.
datto Government, accordingly as direction or oia«
might cbatce to be given it by temporary exi/encte«
incident to the c-o-mencemt-t of a new and unt.-ieI
»)»t»m. ...

It i« clear, therefore, that tbe Federal (r iveroment
canon!) op»rat. »itt in the prestjrlbed spaere marked
out by the Constitution of the Uui'ed H.w. tiat,
that Govenment is at all ti_»a an-werabe to the
S»ates. «gifar a» to bring tb»;ir action _i;hi_tbe,-hert>r
that be ju'.i1 .a) faiwer of the vat*¦_ is v mnch cir-
cum«cril»ed by tie C«>i.»ritu».«>p. as every <>_.*r depart
men' if the F.d*rai <i»vtTLm»nt trat an Ac of
CeagretB with« ut the Constitutional sphere, would be
no law. il.-t a judicial determir.ation without the
Constitutional »pb*re, would be no jid-men», »eu

t. r.ce, or Oeer-ree. that of the ad» of C iagree« tha
Blatt) Ja«ieiary sre b'Ufid »" judge, whenever trey
are brought before it. so a» to ascertain whether »nCi
act»are made in pursuaice ¦¦ «f tnat CoCttitutioa,
because that judiciary is ' bound thereby
The State» never y k bled i >the Fed.-rai GoTemmant

tie »uardiai-riiip of tb« libertie--oi their p-opl«. In
a f» a c*rtfu;ly s,^1 ifled inst'.nee«, they delegated »o

the Federal G',vernn «-it tbe power '.. pay. i«h and se
tir «na to far only, withdrew tbeir protectim In all
. >e tliey rest rv> d ibe power and continued the obli¬
gation and duty apon themselves to «..¦-'ire the right«
of tl.tir liizei.s, rl.claread to be inalienable, v;i:
" lite, liberiy and »he purmit o'°happine*s.

It willr»adi!i be cone'ed tb«t the pfwwfaa.in which
'be people have nwle in tbeir gove-r.monf, for the
Brotliit»-l oi tb»-»e righ'« in th-m individually, i«
I'oui '1 in th«- Ju-I; ial d.partment. Tliat is the 4U-m of
.ovtreipnty wt i.-b 'hej inv, ke wbtn fheae right« Are
ii.chi' ualh invai.d Eveiy citi/.en h«s the right to

appial to Hie ft»af)tB»Srti It.«.a.1*1 »f both sovereign-
tat« to »ihich be it snbjtc', to test »he) validity oi the
aiitbority by whieb his right to liberty i» deni-d. It
follows, tti.|»t"re. tba» tbe poeer wh ch be ha« the
rigb' t" ii.vc k« in his behalf, mast pr«fe«stber;gbt to

iiijc.it_ nlo the conformit) with thn aunority set up
over hie natural right». « ifb tbe fundamental law. A«
the State Ju- it i-.rj. is the only power to whicb the
guaruianebip of individual liberty i» intrusted, if fol¬
lows that it must have the right to impiTe int j su. h
i < : f. rmity.

It would seem obvious that this power to inquire
h»* rt ver been «urrendered by the State» It i« re-
servid to them and the people ther.it. H-n.-e it (t
oii.ii nl hi the Sta't«. If .»rginai, then Th-t apjrrop-i-
ate means and instrumenialities incident to its ex»r-

cire. are alike r» - rved and original. Among - b
instrumentaltifies, the writ of habe«« corpus i« e»

peciall> r.iigiii/.d in the E»deral Constitution, and
a tiosittve exhibition up m the power of Cocgr»-«» to
¡nit riere with ils sope aod functions except in »peoi-
fied cast», i» csrefn ly in'er»ed. A» it it were not
tnoughto mtrict the Federal Government to the
speedicaJly delegated fM»wem, but to render the po »er

ef the Stiit. » more conspicuous, certain anletli-a-
i i. us, for the protection of individual liberty, all
power on the part f Congress, to «u«pend even, tne
benefits of the writ of habeas corpus, is expre-ly
deLied.
1 h» refore. N far a« the proceeding under this writ

i« coi.c« mecí, it is original, and, troin the necessity of
the ra.-e tin juristic lion of it is original in the State;
and. a» Congress cannot sn-pend its henrtits, it can¬
not abridge the power and jurisdiction of the Sla'»
judiciary, it follow« that it can grant to no one ex¬

emption fri.tn lie obligation of obodienoe to its' man¬
date«. And it a« clearly follows that every individual
wiii.ii, the state no matter by what authority he may
claim to ait. is bound to obey the wri' because no

power on earth can abaolve him from hi-» obligation
Of obediene.

It is eoiio titni« said, that this writ is in the nature
oi a writ of error, to review the proceeding» of an in¬
ferior court or mug:-trat«. This i« sometime« tm>.
Hut w iihout stoppng here to inquire, whether for the

rnrpo-e« of this writ, tLe interior l-ittd State» Courts
ef or be n..t inferior to State authority, a« regards tbe

iftice of I». writ in a proceedirg like tin*, it can

hardly partake of the Datare of a writ of error.
Em i) eover. _B power b«e n right to inquire into the
o. minion of ils ruhjecta. and the authority or cau-va
of their imprisonment. This writ is tin: appropriate
¦ate.I of such inquiry. When the rítate unes it to in¬
quire wl «tber tbe citizen is imprisoned by virtue of
a power wLitb it ha« lelegate .1 to anetber fîovern-
mert. it dots i ot bring the proceedings of that (Inv¬
ert nu nt into rtview; it only seek« to inquire whether
tbe ceie fall* witbin it* own reserve- pow.-a. If
Within the »cope Of the former, it yield« to tbe para¬
mount authonty which it has helped to r, »t. Ii not,
it cj.ej..»ts of the lubjeit matter according to it« own
feu me ol procedure.
The obligations of the State and l-.tt-l OewttaV

n .m« are herein («ere ived to be mutual and recipro¬
cal. Tbe one to ab-tain from interference, whenever
it »erceivts the ru'eject matter to be within the at¬
tached jurisdiction'of the other, and that other to
tbow that tbe authority which it claim* to exercise ia
within the powers delegated, and which it may right¬
fully exerc-se. 1 here i« little danger of troublesome
coliieion so long as each »hall be willing to mea«ure
its functioiiri by tbe standard created by the ultimate
»outce of nil jHiwer. Hut if, t.. avoid c.illi«ion, an ab*
solute a.'jutetioting »ubinistion on the one hand i«
r> ..iii.-i'e and on the other a perte t immunity to
claim ai d ururp all power, and to be the sole ami ul¬
timate judge of the validity of it* own claims then
loi'.iiicii i» tl.e preferatde alternative., lii-rau*.« t illiaiou
invokes the arbitrament of tbe ultimate source of all
power, tbe jiesople themaelvet, whose ¡mlgmi nts and
Cecriea at« made and pmnoauced by the |>eacefui
and constitutional means, which they hud th| wi-1 en

and foreaight to provide in the organixation of tbe
(;, v. innu-nt. Coliirior» of this kiudare by n>> m-ans
new in this Govenment. 1 hey have occurred from
time to time, as the rupp.>»ed exigeucie« of tbe c >un-

try have called into exercise n> w power», or tttttmi
to r. ¦. r.-tin-«.lopimii of new mensure«. Hut lueh
collision« have all aJeng our history found tbeir ap-
piopiiafe remedy, in the aw-keniug of in ,'iiry. ht a
rte-urreiiee to primary a.d findamen'al principles,
and it. a return to the lonrtituti.mai sphere. And «o
it w ill ever be. until one or the other ariall rashly and
madly rush on to txtxetnitie* in denen eoi onttitu-
tional remidi»».
Tbe State Jucige« and Courts are as much bound t j

»upport the Constitution and laws of the Cnited
Stale», s» are the Federal Court» and Judges. I can¬
not yitld to the aseuuiplion that tbe former will be
lets inindlul of their oaths and obligations than the
latter, though I can readily perceive why the State
Judges mav bo naturally more mindful of the
exact lin« of .¡. i: a. ki.ti-.ii between delegated and re¬
served paiwers. b.-i-au»e they are under tne additional
obligation to ««uppoit the Constitution and rights of
ti., statt»,

If these view« Ik- correct, bow «tand.t the present
cate ' It i« clearly our duty to grant .__ writ, to in-
quire into The cause o! the prisoner« capture and de
tti.tioD. The return of tbe re#i>oudent sets out «uch
cause, dur next duty is to iii'iu re ir;»o th.- r.turn,
in order to ascertain whether tne prisoner i« held bv
virtue ef any legal authority. It will be conceded
that the -BÏJ righiiul au'horily by which be can be
imprisoned mutt be exercited eitber i> '.ii- l! .\ -rn¦
ment of this Stat. or by that of tbe Eiiiurd State«.
No (ther earthly power can rightfully interfere wiih
hi> right to libeity But it i« conceded that he is not
held by the authority ot this State. The toe it -tep io
the iLijuirv i« to ascertain whether he is held by aay
Bat stitutiotial authority of the Federal Govern.__»__
\\ hatever such authont. may be, to be tí any valid¬
ity wbativtr, it luust tk-arly appear tj be «rithinpow¬
ers delegated by tbe Cot «tltution and the law» of tbe
l'BÍttd Statt« made in puraaaiice thereof. Any other
power attempted t" be ei'Tc'ittd by any i], pariment
of tbe Fe,:tral (èovernment would be a manifest
u. urpation, and of no binding validity. The National
(m eLt.'oL that framed the Constitui'i >n was exc««ed-
itgly caution» aïi.ut conferring criminal jurisdiction
upon the National f.ovimment so muih so t; at am
tL umt rat t4i oi tbe crime« for wbieh punishment
bwsbU be provided «m cartfii iy made. Congre*« bas,
biwtvrr, piovliitd for ihe dtnniti.n and puti-hment
< f numerou« other crimes and offen»»RI, a« neceesarily
iii lett to the due exeintinn of power» expr-«eiy
grant« d. Hut ail agree that the Federal C.urts can
( vereise no crin u. al jurisdicion, » xcept in c_*e* BBx».
ta_C*.l] pre.-iribed by set of Congn--
E>« ry a. . of VtmnJImM mu«t be conformable to th«

I .'i.»Uiu;it,ii, 'hit _ either Uieexerciee of tome power
expr»ir-iy g i v. ted. or n«Keesary t » the eat.-ut;on ef
tome expresa power.

1 have on another occasion attempted to »bow ihat
UieactotCongrtM. approved Spfembvrr :-, :». j, c ira.

monly called Bat ntj¿k_M mmntt Act, was not ¦ t.B
tbe i.- '::.-: a. power of i r «»..., I bave no tirso
Bow tjtLlarge upon the view» there preaented. fiutl
nav be . ermii'ed to «ay, that after careful rv*4»e4_cb,
ecu B.it. trtiection. I bave not beer, able to perceive

j any reason to recede from the pawition«th-n tAAen, ba!
on tLe > "t.trary. it is cle*_ to my mind, that the con-

trary do. trine is dangeroos to the sovereignty and
indtpendtc.e of the Statt«, destructive to tne peace
and harmony of the I'nioc, and ultimately «abveriive
of thi very . nd snd aim rt.ntempiaud by that enact-
ir.ei ». I cannot discharge my duty without again af-
ftrmicg tie ut.. ..»ion« to which I then arrived. I
cannot bang mv on», lence upa>n the «ugsTestions or
' i _¿one dictated by the conecieoct. of ot-ver«. T.ev
n.ast juiirríe ard act for men.elves. Si most I. 1
mutt be 1-thfol to my trvut. as others. d.iob~ee*. are
to theirs. Hat, bemving, «a 1 do, that C- i.«-*a« bad

no Trowb/ !o pa»» the ai of >'.), that ¦_« dr._«e aad
obligat4..»» de-lar»«! by the Constt'.atioo In that re¬

spect, by ibe Jd »lause ot Sec. ¿, a£ Act i of the 3oo-
ttitwti« o wer« inip«»r«-d upo», the S:»tee, and all
p,'«er in relation tb»reto, r",tr,».l to4the St-*ies aud
t»\e tto'le. I am ompelkd to boj, that the act i» un

'.ot, »t.tu t. or. al »Ld voi»_i und f«n confer no Btdktwitj
.»ut the Fedtrtl Courts
Th s doctrine g*Ht t». the jurisdic nn of the Cojxt

wbi:b t'.:« nipted to try and «entone» this petiti«>oer,
whith jurisd ctiou i» a]»ays»ubj*a't to inqniry an 1 d.
civ-tin ia any otber Court in which it» privc^ediug»
may come iu'q-'-ation, collaterally or otherwise. Tm*
is tí ue of Coutts of general original jurisdiction. and_
much more is it true in regar! to the i aritd'etioa of
Courts of inferí, rtpecitl «nd limited juri»dic ion.
Tbe C«i clsu-e oi tli" 'th »»action of th« 1st article

of th« Coi»titut.»>n t tie I -lit.-d S'a'e* psarhlBB;
i " 1 Le pt ivihge of toe writ of habeas cirri'ii« «hall n »*

.''be »u»ptnd«d. ui.)«»« when incase of re>llion or in«
' vsrionthe public cai'r'r may require It" The in-

»<-rtk>n of this clause in tte CoDSti'utior t»»arlv ni.ii-
cat»» the extreme caution which was BUNiflad by ttic
u t nib» r» of tl «- Nailot si Convention, and also the ap-
pnhmsion which thev f-!t le»t tbepower of ibe S'tte«
n.itht prove W»o m-en f«.r that of the Federal fJtrreraV
ment. While, on the one hand, they obviously in¬
te roed to leave to the State Government« the ju.-.«-
dictirn and control of th;« high prerogative writ, in
all. rdintry circumstances, and on all ordinary oca-
. 'urns, on tbe itl.-r- they granted to Congre«» the

pti-r to snspend i's privile_>» whenever they should
n si f»»t an open rebellion against tl.-- Fe«i*ral au¬

thority, rr an it.va*i m of tho national or St»*«- f'-rr.-

torj. Tbe «u»p«-nrion <.f tb«- privilege« "i the writ,
here referred t.- could not behcîd as applying on'y
to tbe p»)wer of tbe United State« Court« to ¡«sue it.
because such power...itid be made'o extend to but
few cates, and, more palpa'dy, becau«e it e Mild btrdiy
be conceiv«d lhat the national Judiciary wou'd ever

be fonr.d d;.'p. »ed to use th« writ in aid of the sub-
terv'Ti of lb- v *ry anthority upon th-» xi.»vn 'e tt
which their own function» depended. Hrn-'e it is aj>
parettthat the inhibition and the exception« there-
tr. m have reference to the State functionaries, and
the danse rou»» be regarded a» restriedre apoa the
power sfCeagNM to interferewith the authority of th i

State Judges to ¡«sue, hear and determine the writ.
Thi« cJsu»e. then, may be regarded in two aspects,

the on«» a» an express res. rva»i M to the S-a*e« of th.'

paw« Bad jurisoictii-n over the writ ol habeas corpus
in all case* whatsover, except in cai*s ot rebellion or

invar ion. when the public «at'ety might require its
(urpension, and in »uch cases, as an absolute gran» of
Power to the Congres« to su'pend its privilege«. Hut
th«»«- <¦««.« mu«' be declared by Congres« before any
IWpeaaawa can be ordered. All thin gives to »how
that the fratner« of tbe Constitution not only reeog-
Lize«. in the State» the geteral absolut., control of the
writ, but by the prori*ions cited, absolutely rej-ired
obedin.ee to it, on ail eeeaaane, and by ad pe..m»
and functionaries, whether State or Federal, unless
Congrere should declare tbe exi»tern ol IhatMMB»
gH.cit» wherein it might and »hould lasptHd its priv-
liege».
luviewofthL« remarkable provision of the Con-

»titution, it is nota little stirpri«¡i'¡- thst a claim ia
lately set up in behalf oi Federal Officers, eveo of
the lowest grade, of entire immunity from a'-.y obii-
gation to regard the writ when emanating from S'.a'e
atifbori'y, and that jurisdiction of thi« writ i» pertly
qutslio!.«.! bl .iifiriir ministerial officers, even when
istued from ibe highest judicial tri'.uual of a soi
«nii;i State. Ilowewr regard le«.» a people may be
of encroachment» upon the power to which alon"
they have eeaCded n«fa liberties, it would «eein that
»ueb pretentious, froin «uch source», could hardly
fail la invite inquiry in regard Bot only to the right«.>f
lov« n im ty originally ntmtml, but in regard IB
»hat jet reman, ni t yet fii't' red away by taoagfct«
!«.»» a«-«|uieri «ri.» e ou tlie one hand, or v olunttry flir¬
render on tte other.
Hut it seems to me m «ei s-ary to pur«ue this »ub

j«. t further. The who!, tenor and «rope of th« ' SÏ«
eral Conetitution. indicate most clearly that tie Stve
Judges, and indeed all State offi.'era, are ..-.'. c to
it» maintenance and support, an.', at« ordinglv the
vtty last c'ause in the instrument requires m -h otii-
cei« to be bound by oath or affirmation to support it.
Tat lb« course of rtMBOaiag «omet¡me* resoced to.in
order »o «iU»t the State Judiciary of juris.!.! tion tt a

c.mttitutiobal que*ti.»n. is based upou the aesuuipti >n

that Statt- J edges n.us! aeeassasilr hd re« kle«« of «uch
obligation, and that fidelity to OSmUI duty i« only to

be . it e. t» d f.'oin Federal offi« ere. But thi« (fissu mji.
tioi, got ¦ too I'ar. It ¡S a weapon with a double »«I.e.
The »ame hypothesis presupposes tht* Federal Judges
at« utterly unmindful of the NBtrietioas which the
Corrtitution bnpoBBI upon F'derel power, and that

they are willing, for the sake ol Mumt/mrmitf, to
administer all power, both State and National.
Neither arninipticn i» true. The earnest desire of all
¡i, to ascertain the true line of duty, and to act ac-

cordingly.
llia«»r.»r» upon both «id*« mint nea'CAsarily be

con milled, i« only admitting that the agencies by
whuheaili li'.v« tii'ii'-n'.s »wliii.bisiert-d aro human.
Hut thoie who suppose that error upon the one side or

tbe other must necefaardy lead to insurrection, r«tvo-

lutii.D, and anarchy, have studied the temper of our

people and «ifflcers to little pur«.«.««-. Time rea»oi,
reflection, diicuwion. brbtMnaea, patriotism, will
now, a» they have done heretofore, prove that the
wisdom and intelligence of the parties intere»te<l and
tipttially of the ultimate authority, will be found
tempêtent to tbe emergencies which rail for their ex-

trcise, and equal to the fortune which may put them
to tb«-1« »t.

1 agree fully with tbe course of reasoning of my
brother Crawiord, Bpoa (he second hranc'i of thi«
c«»e, vis., that the record of coi.vntuui lor»- returned
doe» to t show an cfT«n»e within ibe jurisiliction of the
K«lierai Court, eveu admitting the Act of l-'Oto be
i »isiiluticnal, aud evi«ii on that ..-...-! aJ me 1
«hould agree to di«>'barge the prteoatW» I am prrrni!
t» «I. mid detire to «adopt hi« courte of PSaesatag in
that re»p*< t, wbieb is »«> clear and ntaelaslra that
further suggestions would be entirely supertluous. I
t» ill only say that whatever the longres« may have
deiigned by the '.th «ectioa of the Act of MM, «uch
de«igu «an oi.lj be discovered from the word« of the
statute. If Ihey failsjd tedasfgasls IkaoSnos a« they
intendtd to do, thtir dtfect cannot he supplied by any
legislation of a judi« ial tribftnal. By their own lan¬
guage n-.uät their eta« tmer.t be «'on-true -i. ai. i if tluir
intentions may be thwarted in con-e.|iie£ce of a fail¬
ure accurately to exprese them. Congress has the
mtiie ««'«er to amend that it hua originally to enact
the statute.

1 have deem» i it my duty on thi« aeeaBtoa to ex-

prts» my vi.-Ws upon a qusati ^n wkkh 1 deem vital to
the svstc-m on which our (¡overnment is bts.-d. The
Ceaaaattoa of my action i» brevier and deeper than
the mere purport of the indictment, though that alone
wtuld be «uffic.cnt for the present emergencies.
But the question suggest«, and indeed ut.on tbe

argument bav« been raised questions inv olving the
powtr» of the Federal and State (loieminente;
quettion« not confined to the particular suhjeit inat-
ter of the Act of 1»'>0, but question« p'-rva.ing the
entire »cope of the two (¡overnment», in all of tbeir
dtpertmect», u[<n other »ubiect« which miy, fpitn
time to time. ans«. And firmly believing that the
1 i. 11 design« of the tnion can only be realized,
and the Uaioa it«elf only preserved by inaintaiomg
tbe inde*.tndeci« and sovereignty of the State* in-
tact, in «M respect» except where they have clearly
delegated power and by confining the Federal (lov-
en ment to power» dearly «onferred, I have felt
called upon to place my view« upon our recorl«, in
order that I may discharge my full duty, and that my
reason« for tbe de«-_rion to which I have been im-
ptllfcd, may be fully knjwu, and not misapprehended.

orixiox of justici: nuwrotD.
In rt the mttmmm of John Rycrajt to be duchar?,d

ftom lUegal i'upruonincHÍ.
Sir oe tl.e decision in the case of Sherman M. B >oth,

which ciure before us by .<r?.. >ran. at the list I'erm
i' thi« Court, I have taken occasion to reviarw the

opinion f ¡ven by me in that rase, in order to discover
» t ether I had erred in any of the positions there ai-
sumed by me.
lhat opinion was written during^the active duties

of aGeL'ta! Term, and without an opportunity for
very great deliberation. The result of my re* xamina-
ti. d ..i that oaaa, how*ver, has produced no cha_ge
in my view« of it: .»:. 1 so far as the questions then
pterenttd are involved in the dssfvis.tion..;' the pre.1-
Lt ««.«. I deem it .miy neceseary to »ay that my

t\ iak n u.rr. _-.v.i. remain» unchanged.
lb» tiüif.e ^u-eti.jn whi. h attract» mv attention in

thi« case is. whether the District Court of th»r L'n.t-d
State» he this D_trict had jurisdiction of the offense
<'f whith tLi* petititLer was ««»nvicttd in that Court.
bt.ause, if it had «uch jnriidictian, it matters not
bow illegal, unjust or t-bitrary the prweardinr" in

I that Court may have been, nor now many errors may
have been .«mmitted ujon the trial.if the Court
had junriiiction of the subject, and of the a, »son
charged, it it by no mean« my datv. as a judicial offi.
rr of this State, to revue the decision or correct the

err'-:« of that Court, in a case properly within it«
"_: i/aj. e. That m the fom tion of a aúpenor Fed¬

eral tiibanal if ?.. b reviling pow«-r wer. provided or
given, or deemed necessary by Congress.
Tbe DietiKt Court of the United State« for this

District, i« a court ot special or hmited iaiisdiction.
It can tabs «gtizance of offenses puniahanle bv the
laws of the United State«, and of »uch offense« it has
ex« lusive iuiitoiction but it po*«es«ee no power to
Uke co«Lizfci.ce of. or punish offen«*« against, the
law» . f the state < »f these lauer, the State tribu-
nais bave ajunsdu t.on «fiually as exclusive as is the
jurisdicti«.*- « f the Federal Courts over offen.««« pro¬
vided for ty the laws of Congress. It «onnot be
r.« .-«a. ..,-.-- to auttsoritiea to »ustain this pt>¡-I t«'«. It is a wei.'-itttltd pr.nuple. tha: to irte ofiu-

fervor or limited jurisdiction, which «Je a«» rnvetd
«eeordirg to tb« cours« of the common law, but de¬
rive their special authority from »ta'uu.ry provwinas.
are e-ot finta tUictly to tbe exercise of th« powers
conferred upon tl.. in. a_d th« »a,-!« uecatnaauy to give
fhtm jurisdiction mu»t appear »ffirmatively on th«
(tee of their pro» «red ng» and cannot be pr*auin««d.

It is not denied that this principle applies to ail
»irre is/V-rit-. tribunal», but that i; e»x(endie to ths Cir¬
cuit and District Courts of the Un t. <i Statt* bas been
fr«¡n«i.tly denied b) the Supreme Court of the United
s: tit.

In Kgpfa'l I-essee v«. Kennedy. I Cranch. 1».V
that Ci'Urt h«l«i that "the Court« of'he United Sta'e«
" tn tl! ot limi'ed jurifsri« tion, and these pnveeiing«
" are err. re« as if the jurisdiction be not »born upon
.' the m. .1 adga eut» retiderH in «uch cases may cer-

tan ly be r«ver»«d. but thi» Court is not prepared
" to «sv that thev »re absolutely anilities which mty
" be to'taJh rii'ra-'gsr'i.d. S | a'.o in McCnrmi<*kvs.
Sullivan. 'cWii.-at.. I") the MM Cmr», in »peak-
ingnf the i: frrior Court« of the United Sta'es, *ty
"Th»y »re »Hof limited jurisdiction, but they are
" Lot on that a«-<cutit interior Courts in th«» tsvani.-tl
" itnie of tho. e word», whose judgtneut», taken alone,
n« t«. be i:'«re.'aided. The sara» dectnne isillus-

trattd at_d acte«! opon in SB p.trtc Tobias Wa'kin».
a IVt.r*, li and in Kennedy et al. v». Georgia
state BsLk et al.. (. How, MB and the b »sis of
the rule mu»i be found in that pretump'wn ot juri»
di« lioa « hi« h the law raises. trait the solemn aijudi-
catio» s of a Court ol Keoord have be«»n given in »matt
only in which it had power to a« t. Thi» presumption
cerraiiil.' «: piles to all Coartl of general iiri««!icti.»n,
«fid f- r tb'- jurp« se« of the present eve. and in obe¬
dience to the Oe« ¡»ion» of the Suit-nn- C« irt a reviy
«.!.» d. w* tray apply it to the District Court of the
l'utid S'att» for ihis Dittrict; but if be re-ord of a

jadgBMBt «r | n .-, t-diii_r in thai or a-v .ri-r Court
whatever, »houl.l couie before u< .-.»'ivterrtJIy, and
npon tie fres ef »be r-cord, i» was apptrvnt tha* the
Ccurt had rojnrirdiction to render B8J jadfBBBBrtia
the prem'»es. we won'd not and -ou! I no' he-ntate to
disregard it: there the presumption in favor «I the
valiciiy of the p-oceeding» would be de*troyed. and
th« _t..'gmer.t wcuhl have nn fori'e Supp i«e, for io-

! stance, that a judgment record, comiug from a Court
je: »ral juris.fiction, should di«. 1 we the fact that

without an'ont trg the dépendant an opportuni'y to
make a defense, and without in any manner ci'iog
hm to appear, either by »ervt.» f ." «. prvtwsor
otli« raise, tbe O tut had proceeded._-/»jrf.-, aul ren-

ditid a judgment against the defendant, surely we

I would be justifie i ¡n treating tbe proceedin¿« as co-

rirtt run jn dice.
Now. tb« return ma«le by the Sheriff tt Milwaukee

County in tbis case eoatabl s. record of the pro .<-ed-
¡n_« in the District Court, in »hi. It thi« relator waseon-
v et. dan! m i.tei.cC'i, which not,«nly takes atrsv mere

presumption but ¡tcoti'estibl^ show». th»t tbe D.-irn"
Court had no jurisdiction of the suij.-. t «o-nplained
ot in the coui.'s of thn iuoictnient upon whi.-'i be was

«oiiviited; and if thi* position be tru". we may ap-
ptopriat« ly use the latguage of Judge F.vans in the
cas»- of Hill vs. Kobe-rtson, .1 Strobhart s I.aw I l|
" Il vvi aid be u wsste oi word» to attempt to prove,
" that the proceedings of a Court of QaritadJ iriidi«»-
"ti- n, in a ca«e e'early without i't jurisiicion, are

"abtoluttlv void, smd m«v b«« M declared whenever
" the queetion is preseuttd, whether directly or col-
"latí ia.'lv.
Tbe iuoictnient upon which thi» relator wa» trie«l

and ."iiv-'cttd in the D'stiict Court, ccnttined three
< cunts the first of which may be considered as prop-
erly < barring an i tiente within thessvetitb asaltea of
the Act of Congress of Sept. It, IBM, known as the
' Fugitire Slave Law. The second and third counts,
hevvtvtr, do not, in my opinion, set forth or charge
an offense punishable by any itattte of the United
Stutes, or if which the District Court has any juris-
dicticu wha»e» r.

'I hn relator was found guilty as charged in the tere-

ond «nd t! ird counts of the inc.« tment, but was not

...i.v.i fid oflli.-olT.il«-) ihar^eid iu the lir«t c mot, M
that if the count« <>u which tie eouvi.-tinn took plMS
do tot show a case within tbe jurisdiction ol tbe
t', iirt, th« lonviction and eeutence are not only un-

authorised by law, but are '¦¦'ram non in io-r.

The second count charges that "John Kycraft, of,
"»vc.at A\,on.»v.',kaowiaalyaadwilfaliy.didmié,
>../.'! -¡rid iisnst uncJvhua Uluttr t»e*cn¡* from the
" in.»/,..''«/ m i'tiiit. C. Cotton, then and there heiog a

"t'eputy oi the Marshal of the Halted states for the
"Dittrict ol VVi»f«'Usui, ho, the ««id Joshua (Hover.
" havii'g been theretofore apprehended by, and then
" «nd there being in the custody of. tho said < "otton,"
i\c. '1 he count then procfd» t<» recito the warrant

by virtue of which said (llover wa» sippreheuded,
and which hud been ¡»sued by the Hon. Andrew O.
Miller, Juiige of th« Distnct Court of the United
State«. From the recitals «'«mtainisl in the warrant
ot forth ,n tin ¡udictnieiit, we find that a omplaint
Imi!, u inaiie before Judge Miller, by a person
claiming that said Clover owed service and labor to
I.mi. ti.»- laimant. BMatWiag to the laws of the State

t Missouri, and that upon that co nplamt the war¬

rant had nailed against (Hover m a fugitive «lave.
The thitil « "tint ¦* »ubstantially the »ame as these«'-

M ¦'., tl < ¡ rim-ipal ilitTerence being that it recite« the
»tliravit of ihe .'iminai.t as well as the warrant uaued
by the District Judge.
The int. iition, i.o doubt, was to set forth in each of

these count« an offense wi'hin the seventh section of
tbe Act of IBM) but in my view of them, they merely
charge "»i aiding, mbtttmxg and minuting ». mtrtmm
naiiud Uluter to Utmmt from the ruttndy of Mr.
t'otttn. a DtfnUp ol On- Mirilmlr-t the l'nitèil Baajttt.
Who is this Clover thus aided I or, in other word«.
i..m the avéraient« sud finding of the ( irand Jury,
as «t t forth in thete counts and not from the IB ¡tils
cf tbe athrjav it and warrant therein, what is the kind
cf person alleged to have been aided For if it be not
tavawa that he is within the descriptum of person, the
aidirg in the escape of whom is d»-«-i _r.«i to be an of¬
fense, then so far a« the Act of l-'o is concern«;«!,
these counts «barge no offense.
The seventh »ection provide» for the piini»hrnen» of

any pertoii who «hall k no a ¡ngly and wilfully "aid,
abet and «»»ist such perton, tu otrmg err¡tee and ',.

" |«r «i «/«rcststd, directly or indireclly, to «««cape,
"tVc. "

Now it i« not the aidiiig'i'iv p*r»on to escape which
u here provided for, but it i« the aiding of a person
of a epei.fied ttatut or condition, to wit, one who
owe« set vice or labor ut njuntuid, nod tboee word»
moat evidently refer back to the c mmencement of
the sixth «ection, where we find the person deyonbed
«s or.- .. held to service or labor la any State or Ter-
" ritory of the United States. ' Tío» is the only rea¬
sonable construction which I can plat.e upon the lan¬
guage of this section, for certainly the att«i»ting of a
Miaoaaal owing «ervic« or labor lu any State or

letritory wotild net tome within this «ection. »Sup¬
pose a person, undoubtedly a free man, were in cus¬

tody, on '. _m under this law, and without the us« of
any lor. e or v iolence he was assitted to escape, how
could it be said that tbe aid had beeu rendered to a

person "so owing afitiu aad hihor ' To constitute
an offense under this a» under any statute, every cir¬
cumstance net'tnary to an *xa«:t description of the
oftr.ee, as defined ov the statute, mu-t be critically
». ; bra, ami the application of thi» rule to the counts
ot this indictment, would ret'uin.- that the man (Hover
siiouid bave been deevcribed ae a person owing «enrice
or labor in some State or Territory. By no principle
ot law we can Infer, from the words used in these counts,
lhat Glover owed «ervi. e or labor- on the contrary,
we aie bound to supjK.se that Joshua Glover wa«
equally as free a« any other person. If he had been
in the custody of the officer, for the violation of some
other Itw of Congre«« than the Act of IBM, the aid-
ir g bim to es« a»»e would not be an offense within
that Act. But from the legitimate averment« of
these count«. I cannot find a description of any of-
feL»e for which Glover wtvi in custody.and the
erarami* of the charge is merely that the relator
aided Giov.-r t.. «aeap« from the cuttody of the Dep¬
uty Marshal Cotttn, which custody was by virtu« of
pro« e*s.
The twenty-«econd «ection of the act of Congress

approved April !0, K «), dtfiues the offense of ruttt-
rag or t/,rrn. t,.e officers of the Uoit»sd State» in the
.«rv .tig of process. The language of that Act is, ,,at_
" struct, ree'iit, or oppose any officer of the Uniwd
"State«, in serving, or attempting to serve or«ae-
" < ute any «i«i/i< process or warrants, or aa/ rule
"or order of any of the Couti of the United
"States, de.
Tbe distinction, in my judgment, bet«reen the in-

gredienta of the offense Bf obttructmg aad hindering
an officer in the »erviee of process usdtr the Act of

! IÎBO, atd the críense of noting, aU-t'.iag .i>. ..' .-«.«'..-
s person in ¡e«fal «uetod» to escape therefrom, if the
lAtter be really declared to be an olTeme, consUta in
this that in the former »ome active inlerfertnrr. of tbe
person charged ir necessarily involved, while in the
latter the ei.d or oljec*. maybe attained.the aid and
astirttnee afforded, withost any connection with or
hindrance <»f the officer or his procese. A person in
pasting beneath the window of a room ia which a

I rsoLfci i« confined, in custody of the Marshal, might
cut a key through the open bars or casement, and
thereby enable the captive to withdraw the bolts of
his prison, and escape, but, although this would be a

grave GfÜenge, fapprehend it could not bring tbe of¬
ferier within the Ai t of IT'.'O. It would be an ailing
and abetting in an escape, but it could hardly be
deemed an obstructing or hindering tbe officer in the
»trvite or execution of process.
The ino.i tment preferred against tbe relator, how¬

ever, centaine«, one count the firati which charged
an ctftnse within tbe juriediction of tn - District
Court, and the question whether, inasmuch aa that
Court had jurisdiction to try the offense charged in
the first count, in the ladictment it did not thereby
acquire a control of the whole case and preclude any
inouiry into its power here, has engaged my attention,

I am cot, upon this wiit of habeas corpus, intuir«

¡ ing Info a mere question ot trtmiaa) ptt^__ca_.«_*v,rqii^bctiesJrüCtArig'he jurtrg.ctfon and r>..,»tt,rf
tte Court, which eatertaiLed the indictment beioe*
u». end prwvet-ded to verdict and j-idgr-eo» there-ia

I am »'I'irtiv »*_s5« I. Uiat :f tfce Jara had r*tar»>*.
a general ve»r«íirt of entity on thU l^riotm«»»». the ;n.
tetfen-ice of thi« Court with the «entero ; t^e Dig,
tint t ourt of the Da-tol State« would he.« h*-*
wbolly unwarrantable; be<«»i.«, ia lbat ttto, Uisr«
wouKt baveb.et a Lviotivn f..r an orTenee w.tirn
the Btwrt- of tbe Psni. Court to try, lefe-m iw and
Bts-M. Hut the record which consulate* the-titu-
ma» l«efore BB, »how» that the indiatmeat upon which
this relator was ttied contain» ore .vunt t'oran .«ffen.»e
wiibinlbejtirWdHtia.n of the Cour whb h trie! him,
m rl two ci anU pr««ent__ no crinie tor which a per¬
son could be tri» d in thtt Court, tTpt-lie lilt coaot
»1 » re has teen no ccnvirtioe. and cavrtst-i. teutlv thevre
can te no punishment. »o ti.at üie «eattrnce and im-
piieonmett of which t'..> r. '.»tor now ot>m,.l_ru, ma«t
l«e for an al'eged otter«« beyond the control or cogni-
2«r.e of the Court which tnip.tsod that «eotence.

If. in the I>it_ii«t Court, an indictment were pre-
fented. »ome ef tt.e retint» of »huh charged a viola¬
tion ot the revetae law» of the I'nitod >.«.«. ».,4
other 10nnt» char., il ib*l, or assault and baiter»,
and upen trial a rtRTktlt-l were obtained on thai
.¦«irte charging libel, or as-ault and ba't ry, wontJ
an -n prise: n.ut on su.-h a conviction, where the
charge of violar u^ lie United Stat«,*« revenue laws
bad not b«?en snstauf.i by the verdict, be beyond the
it i.inra of this CeuTt f

\\ ould the conjrittion and sentence in su h a cas*,
be ibe " lieal judgment' of a Cour: oi empttrnt

¦. ' t.I fl n«e ot which the party
via« c t.v 1 tul. 1 r «.«. 1 ul 1 tkal iSRl I.t_metit. -.ins*>qiient
on »ueh a sentence be " by virtue of pro-e«» is*ued

1 y any Court or JuJge of the I'nited Sra'»»s, in a
case where such Com I or Judge ha» ixrf*<i»-- juria .

ciction' I cannot think S".

W h« never, in a eve ,-k« fl | proiei-' one. a writ of
s»jn , «.vie», ciit.'cted to a Keelerai orti.'or, and

be nake« a proper return n-t'ing forth "he cause or

prrr»»»» by which tbe partv is restrain.*! of hi* liberty
Ot 1 n fined. I cv>nc iv e if to be the duty ar.d withiu
the legitim.te ¡lower of thi« Court, or the officer be-
fit« whom tin writ is made returnable to examino
»s well the proee«» by which, a« tint OtMßt ttt whu'h,
ihe psrty is rehtiruned or impri-ooed. If the pro»«««
be euch ae Btight be awMM by ilia tribut.kl Or cvthVer
wie i-sued it and the cau.-e or matter to whi-btlie»
1 rayg . ..lings woe Whets, be within the authority or

power or jf-tillin-lion of the. Court or .ttiiNtr. then
tin re is h p'ain _RtJ impose" upon the Ciurt or of¬
ficer who issued tie writ ot I .'-. .m ,-,.r;i «, to remand
the party, but if, on the contrary, the prove»« i>r war-
rant for 1 he imprisonment be unauthorised, or thd
subject natbr ujoii win. h the party has been Je>-
puv.d of hi« libirtv, be not within the au'honty or

lOgnirance of the Court or officer who iiisa«_ii'ned
0 act tin.ii it is equally incumbent on us toclisohargo
'be party.
The Cot «t.tutinn of this Sta'e art. 1. »ec. I] 10-

cur.s to . very person within the State the pnvtlfttro
of tbe writ of hahea$ otjui/ and the tat ef that writ
i« adapted to all ca»»« of itlenai restrain» or onfine-
n t.: Un- Jtww_aat Sa thi» Court, as well as judicial
otl. Bra ef the State, who an« vested with the poser
Of awanürg this writ, weuld be recro.it to the duty

! impisid upon them, and to the trust renosod in them
bv Ibe peop'e. if in any .«a*« ef illegal restraint, in
wV.ih tie) have power to act, they hesitated to per»
fin. tbe tiquirem« tits ol the Constitution ami laws
of _M Mat", by ti'ing tbi« writ as a mono« to see that
ropetfon within the boundaries of th1» St«te shall be
1!. puv.d of hi* personal liberty without th . authority
of law. If this were not k>, the utility of the writ of
lar-aja- .¦».¡in would not only be greatly invaded, bat
in manv Instance» it would become agíame without a

IBuBtBliro It la idle to say that tbe use of the writ t.»
thiscittnt may bo productivo of dangerous cynse-

ou. m e«. or rcei.lt m any serious collision between tho
Ei deral ai..1 tbe State otlicers. So long a« the func.
notaries of these respective powers are true to th.»
obligation and duties impc sed upon them, so long as

they are careful not t<> tranacend the limits amis -opo
on Ml ib> d to them, tin re ..« no danger t.i be appre¬
hended. If either, indeed, should assume tj act u>
d. rogation of the prerogative of the other, a meaus

of correcting the evil would be very neoe«*A-y; but
we are not without that orroctive. An unwarranta-
ble infraction of the jiirisatctiouof tli>« State tribunal«
i v the Federal Court* would call tortti an aa*ertiott
of their prerogative» and power by the State Courts;
and if in this the Int'er W( re wrong, a pea"eful means
Of redree« i« allot ile.l by a re«ort b> the Court ol' .fer.
nur rift -(.the Supreme Court of the United State«
.whose tlflisions should and would be acquiesced iu

by all parties.
Viewing this ca»p as it is pr.>«ented by the return,

I am of the opinion that the relator is entitled to bed is-

1 barged Irom the custody of the Sheriff of Milwaukee)
County, inarmui h as the record of conviction and
in.1.1.". e fn m the Die'rut Court of the United States
for tío- Ibstnet, by which hi« imprisonment is «ought
(o be justified, proacnt* no conviction and sentence of
mi ofl. r.ee which that Court had jurisdiction over.

On la. argument of this caae the counsel for the
t.lati.r ms.«teil upon a distinct ground lor tho dis¬
charge.

It was, that tbe Act of B> pt. l», lê»60, ww entirely
urn on.-titutional end void. A orr.ot uniletatanding
of tbi'vii ws of that question, taken and eapretsAvea
lij the several menibeis of tip» Court at tho last Term,
would t'l-rhap» have rendered if iinne.«e«sary to urge
this ¡omt in the present case. I need only rem-_k
tl.at upon this .,11t»lion we each entertain the opinion
th.-n Clpr» ;s. rL
The («»»> of s: in.- M. Ilooth, which «u argued

and considered in connection with thi« case, i« «ub-
staritiaJly disposed of in the foregoing opinion. The
defect ol jurisdiction in tie U. 8. District Court is
fqt.Dl patent in bis 1 as.-, ami therefore I believe bo
is entitled to be raassattí from Imprisonmeot.

MR. BURSS ASD MR. CURTIS.

To »At l-ifor of TA» V Y. Tribune.
Sin The following letter, from Mr. Thomas aV

Cuitls, appear» in Ti- Bdmmm Daily AdvertnerGt
thi» mo-mi j. He and hi* brother, Mr. C. I*. Curtis,
are entitled to the bum tit of the fact» »totod in it. It
la prop' r, however, to a<!d tliat having become, ae

they had, fully aware of the deep and general indifr-
nation at 1 asioned by the arrest of Mr. AiithoDy
Bums.Mr. Thomas H.Curtis may «nccr at it, bat
why not say Mr. Anthoi y Hum« as well as Mr. Tho».
Ii. Cuirit .they might well be alivmed, as well aa
Mr. 11. fi. Parker, one of the attorney» for tho claim¬
ant, ard en active person in getting up the «ubscrip-
tion, at the idea of hi« being taken away from Boston;
and might well be willin/ to pay 1*00, or twice that
amount, in order to j.revint it. Looking at it in a

mere money light, the eatiadition of Mr. Hurt. 1«

likely to o»t the Curtis faintly u much larger «um.
I «ru, Ac A CITI/.BN Ot* sWaawfOa-

Lo.ten. Feb. 8, 18.'.'..
/'. _.- Sir. Curtis »tatos, in bis letter, that the pro¬

hibition by law of the transaction ot businc-st on tho
Lord « iJay prevented the ranstm of Burns. I know
that our Supreme Court has M- that, under tho
Mbssachusett« Sunday lawa ."ontracts made on Uie
Lord» I)ay are void.a**'*'0» which, in my opin¬
ion, bring» the Sundar !awB 'ûto direct conflict with
that clause "t the »TO»'Btitution of the United States
Whitsh forbid« ttV s<ate» to make law» impairing? th«
obligation of i-bb»_b__. But it seems to me that a.is
matter of ito ransom of a man from the hands of tho
kidnapp*" might, area in tin* opinion of oar Supremo
Court. .¦**." come under the exception, which liup-
r.,P,. .! » v would make, of cases of necessity ami
!:,->. Would not the case of pulling a »been out
(/f a pit. of a Sunday, have been in point ' But I
will detain yen no longer frim Mr. T H. Curtis'«
sjireeable epistle, who, at all event», vindicates by it
hi« claim to the character not merely of a man de¬
voted to the Union, but alto of a man of feeling«.

i. or B.
T. thr t.iilw <f The tiottn Daily U.fuir

I have recently be«.ii made aware that my name»
. . .. ri e ... t< i- y f- »'... eor.tr-l.n' d 'o'iro.alia .soie
i..i .. .oj, ti.i-.r.a ot abuse ta Thi. NterVoaa Taiaia«. aa-
der tbe «i.tature Bf " A CI.«a. of Baten,'" whose taste in .a
rl ,ire of En vehicle I will tot question. I am quite; e.rs thin
I» no fellcw towns.,«a of Biiue baee eoongb to make iweh aa

atuik ati.i.yrr.o.iy.it tieai« tie stamp of ai.'.tber pace aa-

wit wnitot. to prijudlee tie rant* ol peraoo* ccnoetur- wita
a . y Das ut» of kindred aid ft- nci»Uip. Booie of the chétt**
¦Statt «t aal will, by .any tood eitixen« tere sod »wewhere. a*

de. rxtd a.on g tLe rrvatt u.»rltr,eio. acts; bat thtt wbitb ex-

Lil'it&e ri ellgnity oittie ac.bort a* well a* tatii W»f__¡_í
,» «i'ribi.tli g la n.e tbe titl- cf Kidnapper," and aa eneVeeva«
ti h.- p. lina, that rclaite« to "air Bur**,'' who
had tl.f ttn-ferioD* to ««taje fruai aervita.. aa. to b* r*tvirB*dl
to hi* owBtr from this rity Tbe author who Mate of me eat*
B.y temí.'y relattno*. .nit hav« bad extraordinary i.pn«««io.ess
ot » ii a.l »toot u«, I. t wdulo'iil) »void« sayln« a wold
tb«' coald By any mean« etlenuate th* char««* a«al.t at ..

k'iiotprera Knowing et u ini.t.tely a* k* hi* «ttowa

tiir*»lf to hav« «Jote, i» i« ..-:«.« that u« ahoa.d
have heeB t«aoract that at the a»entfi»l_ period
B.I ttiai of Burra, «a Bamrdey. May 27. J W4JS
eai:ed ottn by th* Rev. Mr Or1m«s wih a .taismeat »***''--».
Pattla bad «greed to u.nut-it the *l*ve upva P»*"*0',/1
ai^OO. H^ bad with hic. a «..bee/lptlo- J*per beaded t>T ¦'.

I has P. Ciirtu wtth aK" *r. left me with the .'^«lun m¡¿
aimilar iii.ini: We take no peculiar credit mat t^t* **"£.
.hcu'd »piftr or that Mr Oiio.es shoe- bars aBorajd BBJmm
e-pporliitifty of beeltg the »l»Te, or that he had «*'''" .*«x*_I
In I rêvions case*; but when »t:g_ai.tti *. hu\°**'^*.tlmla
taojera, giadly saitisg '.pen tl.e orportaB'.ty of (:,,,*'fm'"*,,
«-.. w ir.^rtsl to «iavery. a .ee,t*l of tbe eirca.Staa«*« BBBR«»*«
be Cf*tr.*4ootof pi.ee. U l.eo Mr. (Jinnee left »T tnpJË
wasaaked to let rr.e ktow bi* «..eccM.aad now *."""a*,~TL,Z
wa* hi« intention to bav
boasa thai ev*oia«. At 1

lr. u.htlb* redeemed »*" \» "f
1 ./.lock at alght I B*d a «all MB»

L'î^oior^t.m^jn'érmmimKdw.rd 0. Parker. Eaq and Deaco* leraat. .«»*>>» -j
that the n-.taaary eon. bad not Brea ".*iA_____ïl__ »*
¦ lathg. *»d cnlea» it eceld be eomflet'd £____H-Hta_ rt
«otiai.oa w.t.a3 wiais th« hAVui. th« ctatr-asl bavlaa r*-


